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Sir: 

On June 21, 2006, Applicant filed an Amendment in response to a final Office Action 
mailed April 21, 2006. On October 11, 2006, an Advisory Action was mailed to the Applicant 
indicating that the previous Amendment was lacking the Terminal Disclaimers. Accordingly, on 
October 19, 2006, Counsel spoke to Examiner Nihir Patel by telephone to discuss filing of the 
Terminal Disclaimers. As set forth in the Communication filed on October 19, 2006, Examiner 
Patel requested that the Terminal Disclaimers be filed with a Communication. Further, Examiner 
Patel stated that if the Terminal Disclaimers were submitted before October 21, 2006, that the 
appUcation would not go abandoned and that Applicant would not need to file an RCE. Counsel 
for Applicant expressed his concern to the Examiner that the statutory six month deadline was 
approaching. However, Examiner Patel mdicated that with the filing of the Terminal Disclaimers 
the appUcation would be passed on to allowance and that no fiarther communication would be 
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needed from the AppUcant, regardless of the six month statutory deadline. Counsel made this 
conversation of record in a Communication. Nearly eight months later, Examiner Patel on June 
14, 2007 issued an Advisory Action indicating that the previously filed Amendment raised new 
issues that would require a further search and gave the Applicant three months from the mailing 
date of the Final Rejection. This Advisory Action is nonsensical in that it was mailed more than 
a year after the final Office Action was issued. Had Applicant been informed by the Examiner 
during the October 19th telephone conference that the Examiner would not place the application 
in condition for allowance, AppUcant would have filed an RCE. However, relying upon 
unreftited comments from the Examiner that the Examiner would place the application in 
condition for allowance and that an RCE would not be needed, one was not filed. Subsequently, 
the case has gone abandoned as indicated in the Notice of Abandonment mailed August 6, 2007. 
As such, Coxmsel respectfiiUy requests that the application be revived and prosecution be 
reopened. 

RespectfiiUy submitted, 

/darin j gibby/ 
Darin J. Gibby 
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